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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17
RIN 1018-AB23

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Designation of Critical
Habitat for the Endangered Mount
Graham Red Squirrel(Tamiasciurus
hudsonlcus grahamensis)
AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: TheServiceis designating
critical habitatfor the MountGraham
redsquirrel(Tamiasciurushudsonicus
grahamensis)undertheauthority
containedin theEndangeredSpecies
Act of 1973,asamended.TheMount
Grahamred squirrelwaslistedasan
endangeredspeciesundertheActon
June3. 1987; however,final designation
of theproposedcritical habitatwas
postponedat that time in accordance
with section4(b)(6)(C)of theAct.
Critical habitatis now beingdesignated
in portionsof theCoronadoNational
Forestin Grahamcounty.Arizona.
Federalactionsthatmay affect the
areasdesignatedascritical habitatare
flow subjectto consultationwith the
Service,pursuantto section7(a)(2)of
theAcL
EFFECTIVE DATE: February5, 1990.
ADDRESSES: Thecompletefile for this
rule is availablefor inspection,by
appointment,duringnormalbusiness
hoursat theU.S.Fish andWildlife
ServiceEcologicalServicesOffice, 3616
W. ThomasRd., Suite #6, Phoenix,
Arizona85019.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTAC’fl
LesleyFitzpatrick,EndangeredSpecies
Biologist, (seeADDRESSES above)(602/
261—4720orFTS 261—4720).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
TheMountGrahamred squirrelis a

small grayishbrownarborealspecies,
tingedrustyoryellowishalongtheback.
In summer,a darklateralline separates
the light coloredunderpartsfromthe

grayeror brownersides(Spiceret al.
1985).

TheMountGrahamred squirrel’s
rangelies entirelywithin theSafford
RangerDistrict of theCoronado
NationalForest.This squirrelis now
foundat highestdensitiesin Engehnann
spruce(Piceaengelmannil)and/orfir,
especiallycorkbarkfir (Abies
lasiocarpavar. arizonica). In 1986, forty-
eight percentof theactivemiddenswere
above10,200feet (3109m) in mature
Engelmannspruce!corkbarkfir
(Warshall,Office of Arid LandStudies.
pers.comm.,1988).Lower densitieshave
beenfoundin old growthDouglasfir
(Pseudotsugamenziesii)and/orwhite
fir (Abiesconcolor), oftenassociated
with Englemannspruce.Its diet consists
largely of coniferseeds,andduringthe
winter it dependson seed-bearingcones
that it hasstoredat sitesknownas
middens.Theconditionof iniddensites
is important andmustremaincool and
moist to preservetheconesandto
preventthemfrom openingandlosing
their seeds.Thesecaches,usually
associatedwith logs,snags,stumps,ora
largelive tree,arethe focalpointsof
individual territories,and thenumberof
middencomplexesoffersan
approximationof thenumberof resident
redsquirrelsin a particulararea.In a
1986middencensus,the densityof
squirrelsin excellenthabitatwas15 per
100acres(40.5 hectares),whichis in the
low endoftherangefor red squirrel
densitiesin North America(Smithet al.
1988).

TheMountGrahamredsquirrelwas
describedby Allen in 1894,basedon
threespecimenstakenthat sameyear
on MountGrahamin thePinalenos.
Subsequentreportsindicatethatthe
subspecieswascommonaroundthe turn
of thecentury,but wasdecliningby the
1920’sandrareby the1950’s
(Hoffmeister1956).This situation
apparentlywasassociatedwith lossand
disruptionof foresthabitat,andperhaps
withcompetitionfrom anintroduced
populationofihe tassel-eared,or
Abert’s, squirrel(Sciurusaberti).From
1963 to 1967,Minckley (1968)was
unableto find the MountGrahamred
squirrelandwasconcernedthat the
subspecieshadbecomeextinct.Later.
however,thecontinuedexistenceof the
MountGrahamredsquirrelwas
verified. A Service-fundedstatussurvey
in 1984—1985locatedthismammalor its
freshsignat 16 localities in the
Pinalenosandestimatedthenumberof
squirrelsas300—500animals(Spiceret
al. 1985).More recentmidden surveys
indicatethat this estimatewastoohigh.
Basedon amiddencensusin thespring
of 1986,therewerean estimated328 red
squirrels.Thisnumberdropped25

percentby thefall of 1987,when246
squirrelswereestimated(Smithet al.
1988),and in thespringof 1988wa8
estimatedat about200.Thespringof
1989surveyyieldedapopulation
estimateof 99—150(L Fitzpatrick,U.S.
FishandWildlife Service,pers.comm.,
1989).TheJune1989surveyyieldeda
populationestimateof 118—167(K.
Mime, pers.comm., 1989).

In both itsoriginal Reviewof
VertebrateWildlife, publishedin the
FederalRegisteron December30, 1982
(47FR 58454—58460),and therevised
version,publishedon September18,
1985 (50FR37948—37967),theService
includedtheMount Grahamredsquirrel
in category2, meaningthat information
thenavailableindicatedthataproposal
to determineendangeredor threatened
statuswaspossiblyappropriatebutwas
notyet sufficientlysubstantialto
biologicallysupportsucha proposal.
Thestatussurveyandmorerecent
surveysby theU.S.ForestService
(USFS),ArizonaGameandFish
Department(AGFD), andtheUniversity
of Arizona (U ofA) havesincebecome
availableandprovidea substantial
basisfor determinationofendangered
status.Althoughthe squirreldoesstill
survive, its rangeandnumbershave
beenreduced,andits habitatis
threatenedby a numberof factors,
includingproposedconstructionof an
astrophysicalobservatory.TheService
publishedaproposedrule to list this
subspeciesasendangeredon May 21,
1986 (51FR 18630—18634).Therule
designatingthis squirrelasendangered
waspublishedon June3, 1987 (52FR
20994).In accordancewith section
4(b)(6)(C)of theAct, theproposed
criticalhabitatdesignationwasnot
madefinal at thetime of listing, butwas
postponedfor anadditionalyearto
allow for gatheringandanalyzingof
economicdata.

Summaryof Commentsand
Recommendations

In theMay 21, 1986,proposedruleand
associatednotifications,all interested
partieswereaskedto submitfactual
reportsor informationthatmight
contributeto thedevelopmentof a final
rule. Theoriginal commentperiod
closedon July21, 1986, butwas
reopenedon August26, 1986 (51 FR
27429),to accommodatetwo public
hearingsandremainedopenuntil
November21, 1986.AppropriateState
agencies,countygovernments,Federal
agencies,scientificorganizations,and
other interestedpartieswerecontacted
andrequestedto comment.A
newspapernotice, inviting general
public comment,waspublishedin the
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EasternArizonaCourieron June18,
1986.

Requestsfor apublic hearingwere
received,andpublic hearingswereheld
in TucsonandThatcher.Arizona, on
August28 and27, 1986,respectively.
Interestedpartieswerecontactedand
notifiedof thosehearings,andnoticesof
thehearingswerepublishedin the
FederalRegisteron July31. 1986 (51 FR
27429);theArizonaDaily Staron
August ii, 1986;andtheEastern
ArizonaCourier onAugust13, 1986.
About 320peopleattendedthehearings.
Commentson theproposedrule,
including criticalhabitat,werereceived
in thehearingsandarealso summarized
below.

A totalof 135 commentson the
proposedrulewerereceived;64
supportedtheproposal;29questionedor
opposedtheproposal;and42 either
commentedon informationin the
proposalbutexpressedneithersupport
nor opposition,werenon-substantiveor
irrelevantto theproposal,or contained
only economicinformationrelatedto
critical habitatdesignation.

Oral orwritten statementswere
receivedfrom94 entities at thehearings;
21 supportedtheproposal,13 questioned
or opposedtheproposal,and60 neither
supportednoropposed,werenon-
substantiveorIrrelevantto theproposal,
or containedonly economicinformation
relatedto critical habitatdesignation.

All lettersandwrittenor oral
statementsreceivedduringthecomment
periodandpublichearingsare
‘ombinedin the following discussion.
Relevanteconomicinformationsupplied
in thesecommentswasincorporated
into the EconomicAnalysison proposed
critical habitat.Thatanalysisis
availableupon requestasarecopiesof
aU lettersreceivedandof thehearing
transcripts(seeADDRESSES).

Commentsof supportwerereceived
from the U.S. ForestService,Arizona
GameandFishDepartment.Stateof
Arizona, Office of Arid LandStudies(U
of A), Defendersof Wildlife, Arizona
Chapterof TheWildlife Society,Mount
GrahamConservationProject,Coalition
for thePreservationof MountGraham.
EarthFirsti, TucsonAudubonSociety,
GrandCanyonChapterof theSierra
Club,FlagstaffArchers,Cochise
ConservationCouncil,Arizona
Flycaster’sClub,HuachucaAudubon
Society,ArizonaWildlife Federation.
ArizonaNatureConservancy,Tucson
Rod andGunClub.Animal Defense
Council,SouthernArizonaHiking Club,
SouthernArizonaRoadrunnersClub. a
memberof thePima CountyBoardof
Supervisors,and54 privateindividuals.

Commentsquestioningor in
oppositionto theproposalwerereceived

from two Statelegislators.PictureRocks
Observatory,two employeesof Steward
Observatory,the Vice-Presidentof
Researchand thePresidentof the
Universityof Arizona (U of A), a
memberof Citizensfor Science,a
memberof theGila Valley Economic
DevelopmentFoundation,theMayorof
Safford, and24 private individuals.

Commentsthatexpressedneither
supportnoroppositionwerenon-
substantive,irrelevantto theproposal.
or containedonlyeconomicinformation
relatedto critical habitatdesignation
werereceivedfrom theArizona Board
of Regents,two facultymembersfrom
the Departmentof Ecology and
EvolutionaryBiology attheU of A. four
employeesof StewardObservatory
(includingtheDirector),aresearch
specialistwith the (I of A’s Collegeof
Business,theDirectorof theDrachman
InstituteforLandandRegional
DevelopmentStudiesat theU of A,~a
memberof thePhysicsDepartmentat
ArizonaStateUniversity, a memberof
GrahamCounty’sBoardof Supervisors,
a representativefor RepresentativeJim
Colbe, arepresentativefor Senator
DeConcini,a Statelegislator.three
membersof CitizensforScience,a
councilmanfor theCity of Safford,
Lowell Observatory,a memberof the
Gila Valley EconomicDevelopment
Foundation,and59 individuals.

Summariesofsubstantivecomments
addressingthedesignationof critical
habitatfor the MountGrahamred
squirrelarecoveredin the following
discussion.Commentsof similar content
areplacedin a numberof general
groups.Thesecommentsandthe
Service’sresponsesaregivenbelow:

Issue1: Severalcommenters
suggestedthat theproposedcritical
habitatbeenlargedto includesome
occupiedareasthatareoutsideof the
proposedcritical habitatandsome
unoccupiedareasthatmaybe important
in the recoveryof thespecies.Others
askedwhy areasatlowerelevations
whereredsquirrelshavebeen
previouslyobservedandwherethey
appearto havesurvivedtheirmost
vulnerableperiodin history arenot
includedin critical habitat.In addition,
theUniversityof Arizonahasaskedthat
we “delay thedesignationofcritical
habitatfor alimited periodof time to
allow thedevelopmentofan HCP
[HabitatConservationPlan)for the
8pecies,andto allowa moreprecise
delineationof theboundariesof the
critical habitat.”The Universityof
Arizonafurtherstatedthat “the
designationof critical habitatat this
timeisneither‘prudent’ nor
‘determinable’.”

Serviceresponse:TheService
believesthat thedesignationof critical
habitat18 bothprudentand -

determinable.Thebestdatacurrently
availableto theServicesupportthe
importanceof theproposedcritical
habitatareafor thesurvivalof the
Mount Grahamred squirrel,andwe
believethis areawarrantsdesignation
ascritical habitat.Theareaat thehigher
elevationsappearsto bethemost
importantto this squirrelandcontains
thehighestdensityof squirrelmiddens.
In 1986, about48 percentof all active
middenswereabove10,200feet;andthe
proposedcritical habitatcontained
about70 percentof all knownsquirrel
middens(Warshall,OALS, in litt., 1986).
TheEndangeredSpeciesAct provides
thatadditionalcritical habitatcanbe
proposedin thefutureif warranted.

CPRHCP’s werediscussedunderthe
Service’sresponseto issueI in thefinal
listing of thespecies(52FR 20994,June
3, 1987).Under circumstanceswherethe
entirerangeof thelisted speciesis
containedwithin thejurisdiction of one
landmanager,howeverHCP’s areof
little practicalvalue.In this instancethe
entirerangeof theredsquirrelis within
CoronadoNationalForest.TheForest
ManagementPlanservesthe same
functionthatanHCPwould serve.

Issue2: Universityof Arizona
requestedthatthepotential
astrophysicalsites beexcludedfrom
criticalhabitatdesignationbecause“the
designationof critical habitatin this
areacouldsignificantly disrupt the
establishmentof anyastrophysical
facilitieson theMountain.”

Serviceresponse:Section4(b)(2) of
theEndangeredSpeciesAct states:

TheSecretarymayexcludeanyareafrom
criticalhabitat if hedetermineathat the
benefitsof suchexclusionoutweighthe
benefitsof specifyingsuchareaaspartof the
criticalhabitat,unlesshedetermines,based
on thebestscientificandcommercialdata
available,thatthefailure to designatesuch
areaascritical habitatwill resultin the
extinction of thespeciesconcerned.

TheServicedoesnot believethat
potentialastrophysicalsitesshould be
excludedfrom critical habitat
designation.Eliminationof sitesfrom
critical habitat thatmayneverbeused
for telescopeswould beunsupportable
eithereconomicallyorbiologically. In
light of the Service’sbiological opinion,
issuedJuly14, 1988,that the
developmentof threetelescopeson
EmeraldPeakis not likely to jeopardize
thecontinuedexistenceof theMt.
Grahamred squirrel or to resultin the
destructionoradversemodificationof
theproposedcritical habitatunderthe
provisionsof ReasonableandPrudent
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Alternative 3, no disruptionto the
constructionor operationof the three
telescopesis expected.Therefore,the
benefitsof retainingtheseareasin the
critical habitatoutweighthebenefitsof
excludingthem,

Issue3: Theeconomiceffectof critical
habitatdesignationshouldbebased
primarily on valuesasthey currently
exist andnot on proposedvalues.

Serviceresponse:In ourEconomic
AnalysistheServiceis supposedto
considerreasonablyforeseeable
(authorized,permitted,funded)impacts
of thoseactivitiesthatmayaffector be
affectedby thecritical habitat
designation.

Critical Habitat
Critical habitat,asdefinedby section

3 of theAct, means:(1) thespecificareas
within thegeographicalareaoccupied
by aspecies,at thetime it is listedin
accordancewith theAct, on whichare
foundthosephysicalor biological
features(I) essentialto theconservation
of thespeciesand(II) thatmayrequire
specialmanagementconsiderationsor
protection,and(ii) specificareasoutside
thegeographicalareaoccupiedby the
speciesat thetime It is listed,upona
determinationthatsuchareasare
essentialfor theconservationof the
species.

Section4(a)(3) of’the Act requiresthat
critical habitatbedesignatedto the
maximumextentprudentand
determinableconcurrentlywith the
determinationthata speciesis
endangeredor threatened.Section
4(b)(6) requiresthata proposedlisting
be madefinal within 1 yearfrom the
publicationof theproposedrule, but
providesfor anadditional1-year
extentionfor the final designationof
critical habitat,if necessary.Critical
habitatis beingdesignatedfor the
Mount Grahamred squirrelto include
threeareasin the CoronadoNational
Forest,GrahamCounty,Arizona.These
areasarepreciselydelineatedbelowin
the“RegulationsPromulgation”section.
Thenamesappliedto theareas—Hawk
Peak/MountGraham,HeliographPeak.
andWebbPeak—referto prominent
mountains.Theareashaveirregular
shapes,but coveratotal of about2,000
acres(800hectares).

The threedesignatedareascontain
majorconcentrationsof theMount
Grahamred squirrel,andthehabitat
necessaryto its survival, including
cover,food sources,nestsites,and
middensites.The wintersurvivalof the
red squirreldependsprimarily on the
availability of seedsof conesstoredin
middens.Therefore,anenvironmentin
whichthemidden-cachedconeswill
staycool andmoist,andheprevented

from openingandlosing their seeds,is
of critical importance.Such an
environmentis mostoftenfoundin
dense,shadyforestabove10,000feet
(3,048meters)andatlower elevations
on north-facingslopesor in protected
pocketsandsmallbasins(Spiceret al.
1985).

Section4(b)(8)requires,for any
proposedorfmal regulationthat
designatescriticalhabitat,abrief
descriptionandevaluationofthose
activities (public orprivate)thatmay
adverselymodify suchhabitator may
beaffectedby suchdesignation.As the
Mount Grahamred squirrel requires
densespruce-firforest,it would suffer
throughactivitiesthatdestroysuch
habitatorsubstantiallyreduceforest
density.Potentialactivities thatcould
adverselyaffect thehabitatinclude
timberharvestingandrecreational
developmentthatproceedwithout
adequateconsiderationof thewelfareof
thesquirrel,andconstructionof the
proposedastrophysicalfacility in the
GrahamMountains.Any suchactivities
that takeplaceon nationalforests
would requireauthorizationby theU.S.
ForestService.Becauseall of thecritical
habitatof theMount Grahamred
squirrel is within anationalforest, the
activities in questioncouldrequire
appropriateForestServiceconferral
and/orconsultationasdescribedbelow
under“Available Conservation
Measures.”

Section4(b)(2)of theAct requiresthe
Serviceto considereconomicandother
impactsof designatingaparticulararea
ascriticalhabitat.TheServicehas
consideredthecritical habitat
designationin light of all additional
relevantinformationobtainedduringthe
public commentperiodandpublic
hearings.An EconomicAnalysisand
Determinationof Effectsof thecritical
habitatdesignationhavebeenprepared
andareavailableuponrequest
Adjustmentof thecritical habitat
delineationis not warrantedbasedon
theeconomicandotherimpactsbrought
forwardbetweentheproposedandfinal
rules.Conclusionsof theeconomic
documentsaresummarizedin the
“RegulatoryFlexibility Act and
ExecutiveOrder12291”sectionof this
rule.

The24 acresof the 150-acreMt.
GrahamInternationalObservatorySite
thatmaybedevelopedfor astrophysical
purposeslie in an areaof red squirrel
concentrationcomposedlargelyof
excellenthabitat.Many activitiesinside
the24 acrescanaffectthe largerarea
aroundit. Thus, removalof the24-acre
site from criticalhabitatwould not have
relievedtheForestServicefrom the
needto consulton theastrophysical

development,independentof any
economicbenefitapplicableto critical
habitatboundaries.Excludingtheentire
150-acresitewould not solveanyissue
andcreatesanewconcern.A large
exclusionareaon EmeraldPeakwould
eliminateimportantprotectionfor the
habitatsupportingthe redsquirrel
concentration.Excellenthabitat is in
short supplyfor this species,totalling
only fourpercentof thetotal habitat.
Thereductionin protectionof the larger
EmeraldPeakareaby excludingIt from
critical habitatwould renderthe
populationof red squirrelsmore
vulnerable,andat June1989 estimated
populationlevels (118—167individuals),
no reduction.intheprotectionfor
importanthabitatscanbe supported
biologically. Therefore,theServicehas
determinedthatthepotentialbenefitsof
excludingtheastrophysicalsitefrom
critical habitatdesignationdo not
warrantexcludingthat areafrom critical
habitat.

AvailableConservationMeasures

Section7(a)(2)of theAct, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate
theiractionswith respectto anyspecies
that is listedasendangeredor
threatenedandwith respectto the
habitatthathasbeendesignatedas
critical. Regulationsimplementingthis
interagencycooperationprovisionof the
Actarecodifiedat 50 CFR part402.
Section7(a)(2)requiresFederalagencies
to ensurethatactivitiesthey authorize,
fund,or carryoutarenot likely to
jeopardizethecontinuedexistenceof a
‘listedspeciesor to destroyoradversely
modify its critical habitat.If a Federal
actionmay affectalistedspeciesor its
criticalhabitat,theresponsibleFederal
agencymustenterinto formal
consultationwith theService.

BecausetheMount Grahamred
squirreloccursin highestdensitiesin
densespruce-firforest,it would suffer
throughactivitiesthatdestroysuch
habitatorsubstantiallyreduceforest
density.Potentialactivitiesthatcould
adverselyaffect thehabitatinclude
timberharvestingandrecreational
developmentthatproceedwithout
adequateconsiderationof thewelfareof
the squirrel,andconstructionof the
proposedastrophysicalfacility in the
GrahamMountains.Any suchactivities
that takeplaceon nationalforests
would requireauthorizationby theU.S.
ForestService.Becausetheentirerange
of theMount Grahamred squirrelis
within a nationalforest,the activitiesin
questionthatarenot otherwisecovered
in the permit issuedby theForest
Serviceto theUniversityof Arizona
(April 7, 1989)for constructionof three
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telescopesandrelatedactivitiescould
requireappropriateForestService
conferraland/orconsultationas
describedabove.

Formalconsultationon theproposed.
astrophysicaldevelopmentandForest
Planwasinitiatedon February17, 1988,
andwascompletedon July14, 1988.

Theendangeredstatusof theMount
Grahamred squirrel, underprovisionsof
section4(a)(1)of theEndangered
SpeciesAct of 1973,asamended,is not
affectedby this designationof its
critical habitat.

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act
TheFishandWildlife Servicehas

determinedthatanEnvironmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
PolicyAct of 1969,neednotbeprepared
in connectionwith regulationsadopted
pursuantto section4(a) of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973, as
amended.A noticeoutlining the
Service’sreasonsfor this determination
waspublishedin theFederalRegisteron
October25, 1983 (48FR 49244).

RegulatoryFlexibility Act andExecutive
Order12291

TheDepartmentof the Interiorhas
determinedthatdesignationof critical
habitatfor this specieswill not
constituteamajoractionunder
ExecutiveOrder12291andcertifiesthat
this designationwill not havea
significanteconomiceffecton a
substantialnumberof smallentities
undertheRegulatoryFlexibility Act (5
U.S.C.601 et seq.).This rulecontainsno
informationcollectionor recordkeeping
requirements,asdefinedunderthe
PaperworkReductionActof 1960 (44
U.S.C.3501etseq.)

Theaddedcost(if any) to the Forest
Servicecannotbedetermined.
Estimatednon-Federalcoststhatcould
possiblyhaveresultedif thecritical
habitatdesignationhadprecluded
astrophysicaldevelopmentin the
GrahamMountainswere thepreclusion
of apotential2.5 percentincreasein
employmentin GrahamCo.,AZ, anda
potential0.5 percent(or less)increasein
PimaCo., AZ. However,establishment
of theMt. GrahamObservatorywas
grantedby law.Thus, theeconomic

restrictionspossibleunderthe
designationof critical habitatbecome
lessbecausealmosthalf thefacility will
beconstructedin anycase.

In summary,adjustmentof thecritical
habitatdelineationis not warranted
basedon theeconomicandother
impacts.No directcosts,enforcement
costs,or informationcollectionor
recordkeepingrequirementswill be
imposedon smallentitiesby the
designation.Thesedeterminationsare
basedon aDeterminationof Effectsthat
is availableat thePhoenixEcological
ServicesField Office (seeADDRESSES).
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List of Subjectsin 50 CFRPart17
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Fish,Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

RegulationsPromulgation -

PART 17—(AMENDED]

Accordingly, part17, subchapterB of
chapterI, title 50of theCodeof Federal
Regulations,is amendedassetforth
below:

1. The authoritycitation for part17
continuesto readasfollows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C.1361—1407;16 U.S.C.
1531—1543;16 U.S.C.4201—4245;Pub.L 99—
625, 100 Stat.3500, unlessotherwisenoted.

2. Amend § 17.95(a),by addingcritical
habitatof theMount Grahamred
squirrel in thesamealphabeticalorder
as thespeciesoccursin 17.11(h).

§ 17.95 Critical habitat—fish and wildlife.

(a) * * *

* a * * *

Mount GrahamRedSquirrel(Tamiasciurus
hudsonicusgrahamensis)

Arizona.Areasof land,water,and
airspacein theCoronadoNationalForest.T.
8S.,R.24E.,andT.9S.,R.24E.(Gilaand
SaltRiverMeridian),GrahamCounty. with
thefollowing components:

1. HawkPeak-MountGrahamArea.The
areaabovethe10,000-foot(3,048-meter)
contoursurroundingHawkPeakandPlain
View Peak,plus theareaabove the9.800-foot
(2,987-meter)contourthatis southof lines
extendingfrom thehighestpointof Plain
View Peakeastwardat90’ (from truenorth)
andsouthwestwardat225’ (from truenorth).

2. HeliographPeakArea.Theareaon the
north-facingslopeof HeliographPeakthat is
abovethe9,200-foot(2,804-meter)contour
surroundingHeliographPeakandthat is
betweenalineextendingat 15’ (from true
north) from apoint160 feet(49meters)due
southof thehorizontalcontrolstationon
HeliographPeakanda line extending
northwestwardat300’ (from truenorth)from
that samepoint.

3. WebbPeakArea.Theareaon theeast-
facingslopeof WebbPeakthat is abovethe
9,700-foot(2,957-meter)contoursurrounding
WebbPeakandthat is eastof a line
extendingduenorthand souththrougha
point 160feet(49meters)duewestof the
horizontalcontrolstationonWebbPeak.

Themajorconstituentelementis dense
standsof maturespruce-firforest.
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Dated: November15, 1989.
ConstanceHarriman,
AssistantSecretary,Fish andWildlife and
Parks.
[FR Doc. 90-282Filed 1—4-90 6:45am]
BIWNO cOCE431O-55-~
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